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An Assembly Room or an Assembly Point will be set up using the processes
already ontablished for physical collocation. Both the Assembly Koam and Assembly
Paut can be mitially previsioned in the same 76 business day interval used {or physical
cotlocation wrangemen!. After an Assembly Room or Assembly Point is estobliched,
hawewer. subsequent orders by CLECs wishing to make use of the Koom can be
accommaodated more quickly. Once a CLEC is established in the Assembly Room or at
the Assembly Point, it will be able to obtain access to unbundled oops and unbundied
ports at that central office in the standard intervals, and combine those elements us
quickly ast dosites.

lust ax in a physical collocation arrangement, a CLEC using 4nr Assembly

alternative would provide BA-NY with a forecast of its requirements and, based on that
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forecast, the CLEC and BA—N‘? would establish the number oftzrmiﬁations required for
voice grade or DSO combinations.™ 3A~NY would place permanent ¢abling and
terminations back to the B‘A-NY ﬁistribuﬁon Frame(s) for purposesiof'cannecting io BA-
NY elements. Afier the mfaﬁgcmgnt is established, the CLEC would have assignment
coutrol and designate the cable and pair assignments on‘the unbundi#d network elemént
circuit order it places with BA-NY. BA-NY technicians make the rcrqmmd cross-
connections in order to connect the unbundled network elements to- e CLEC terminal
block. The CLEC could. at its optiox'@. prc—Wirc‘its terminal block, or it could dispatch a
techniciun for a given arder ta'cross-commect the two sides of its teﬁﬁination frame.

BA-NY*s preliminary cost analyses show that these alternatites would provide
CLECs with an opportunity to combine UNEs at an entry cost below the costs for
traditionsl physical and virtus! collocation. A description of these oﬁérings. along with:
preliminary rate levels - which will be made generally available by tariff - arc st forth in
greater detail in the “Assembly Roorn and Asse:hbly Point” Product Description attached
as Appendix B. |

BA-NY docs not believe that any incumbent carrier has currently made this
collocation alternative available, but understands that a similar affering is under
development by SBC. Nevertheless, all of the physical components-of the Assembly

Room and the Assembly Point are widely used throughout the telephone busincss and

M BA-NY would make DS0/voice grade terminations available in blocks &f 100, thus preatly-
reducing the upfront investment for CLECs and facilitating market entsavith only a few CLEC
customess, '
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will permit CLECSs to provide service to their customers at parity with the service BA-NY
pravides to its retail customess.

The only additional equipment in the Assembly Room is the CLEC Tuermination
Frame (whichs simply part of a POT Bay) through which the unbundled neiwork
clemanits are pravided to the CLECs. POT Bays are intermediate distributing trames that
have been used by BA-NY since its initial physical collocation offaring in 1991 and have
proven w be effective and reliable. There is no record of additionul troubles caused by
the use of o POT Bay ?

The use of un outdoor connection area in the Assembly Point is also a atandard
operating environment. BA-MY uses these devices widely in its apsirations. and they
have proven w be effective in a variety of outdoor environments throughout New Vork
State. Ther: §s no reason to believe that either the Assembly Room or Assembly Foint
will huve adverse effects on customer service.

1. OTHER ALTERNATIVES SUGGESTED BY THE CLECS - UNSTECURED

“CAGELESS" PHYSICAL COLLOCATION AND “LCGCGICAL
UNBUNDLING™ ~ SHQULD BE REJECTED BY THE. COMMISSTON

AL Unsecured “Cugeless” Physical Collocation Unncecssanly futs BA-
NY’s Facilities and Customers At Risk

‘o the Pre-tiling Statemient, BA-NY agreed to discuss the feasibility of vanous
types of “cageless physical collocation” as it has been suggested by a number of CLECs.

———

" In fact in its May 8, (991 arder approving the OTIS I tariff, the Commission found that the
operationul benefits of the POT Bay clearly overshadowed the alleged liabilities. Order
Regarding O11S 1! Compliance Filing, Cases 88-C-004 and 29469 (Masy 8, 1991), Attachment
Meniorandum at 49-50  in the seven years since, the alleged liabilitics have praven to be a
myth, anid the Commission’s judgment has been confirmed.

21
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As most frequently proposed, in a “cageless” physical collocation environment, CLECs
would install and maintain their equipment in the same space as BA-NY’s facilities,
without anv physical séparation between BA-NY's equipment and the equipment of as
many CLECs as may want this sort of arrangement. This commingyling proposgl is a
radical departure from the secure arrangements which have historically been uwed to
safeguard the networks of various competing carriers which share central office apace
through collocation. 1€ imposed in New York, this approach would subject BA-NY's
cquipment and the service it provides New York customers to nisks of interfusecnce -
accidenta) and advertant — which have always been properly regarided as unacceptable.

[n a phvsical ecllocafion arrangement. each collocator has an exclusive space
enclosed by a wire cage, nccess to which is under full control of the collocator  Within
thiz space. thie collocator owns, installs, operates and maintains its equipment. The
collocaior « spare 1y created in a secure area within BA-NY’s centraf office that 1
physically separated from BA-NY's equipment and is dedicated suiely for use by other
carricts. |n many cases. BA-NY is able to create this separate and secure calloestinn area
on the came tloer as BA-NY locates its own transmission equipment. In all cases. a
collocatur may access its collneation space without any need to access portions of the
central oflice containing BA-NY's equipment or facilities.

Virtuai collocation docs nat require space in BA-NY's central office for dedicuted
secure 2 cess by a collovator. The CLEC's equipment is installed hy BA-NY in the same
spacc as HA-NY's own central office transmission equipment. Tha collocator ts

responstble for overall svstem maintenance (software and hardware) and remote

Zb
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monittoring, aperating and festing of its virtually collocated equipment. BA-NY
employers maintain the collocator’s virntually collocated equipment in BA-NY's central
office under the direction and supervision of the collocator.

I"'roponents of the “cageless” approaches that go beyond the Assembty Room
concept escribed blur the necessary differences between physical and virtuat cotlocation
in arder W save a few dollars. Under their view of a “cageless” envirnment, the CLEC
equipment will not be segregated in any way from BA-NY’s equipment, much like a
virmunl collocation arrangement. But, unlike a virtual collocation arrangememnt, the
colloeator's technicians would be permitted to freely walk through BA-NY s tand other
carcier’'sy equipment in vrder to install and meintain its equipment. Unsecured "pagcless“‘
colfocation would essentially make BA-NY's entire central office space comman space
for all collucutors

tu our current telecomumunications environment, CLECs, Competitive Access
Providers (“CAPs”), 1XCs and at least one non-carrier customer ali epllocate vquinment
in BA NY'u central offices. In fact, some New York central offices have as many as
seven cotlocating carmers. This number will continue to grow as additional carriers seek
interconnection with BA-NY and access to BA-NY's unbundled nerwork efements. Inan
unnecured “capeless” environment, the techniclans of each of these companies will have
access to any and all portions of BA-NY's central offices as they uttempt 10 insiall, und
then Incate and maintain, their equipment without the structure requited to ensure: that

there are no inadvertent or intentional disruptions of service.
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Utsecured “cageless” collocation would create serious accountability problems
and would substantially increase the potential for network outages. -BA-NY's central
offices house ielecommunications equipment providing service to mullions o BA-NY
customers  This includes Signal Transfer Points (the most vulnerable pant ot BA-NY’'s
SS7 network), equipment that provides E911 services, fiber optic systems carrying
thausunds of individual circulty, switches providing dial tone to 50.000 or more end
nsers, and crivical high-capacity data services. Since there is a relatively small number of
central oflice equipment manufacturers, BA-NY, CLECs, CAPs and I1XCs frequently use
the same equipment from the same vendors, and much of this equipment looks the same.
Even il CLIC~ employ well-trained, conscientious technicians, unmtentional hunan
errors will hippen. An unsecured “cageless” environment is a ticking time bomb where a
CLEC:CAPAXC technician could mistakenly open an equipment cabinet and accidentally
remas e plug-ins praviding BA-NY’s or another carrier’s customers with service. Or, for
exumple. a ULEC/CAP/IXC technician could mistakenly open a BA-NY cabinet on a
type ot equipment where the technician needs to be grounded with a grounding steap, and
the resulting statie discharge could take out BA-NY equipment and service. HA-NY
spends millions of dollars on equipment and labor to minimize the potential v major
service tuilures and disruptions. Jeopardizing this equipment and high quality af service
the existing vollocation regime permits is irrational.

Unseeured “cageless™ collocation also increases the possibility of loss ot property.
Humar natuze being what it is, there i3 no reason to significantly increase the number of

peaple. from a number of companies, that unsecured “cageless™ collocation would require
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to be permitted unrestricted ac&‘:esﬁ throughout' BA-NY’s central offices. Many of BA-
NY's certral office buildlﬁgs;rc “unmanned,” or only have ﬂdl-time'-émployces assigned
during the day. Bccause‘ access to BA-NY"s central offices is oon'zrj{:ll'ad. valuable
equipnient, such s portable tést sets and thousands of plug-in equipmient cards, ranging
in value up to $25,000, xre not kept undcr lock and key. While ﬂﬁ#@:quipmcm is readily
available to BA-NY'y technicians for use on BA-NY's equipment, uatestricted access
would make this cquipment accessible 16 individuals outside of BANY's employment or
control, and cause endlsss disputes over allegations of mistake or theft. If work areas are
not segregated. CLEC twﬁnicians could teave behind equipment and the potential for the:
sarne sott of confusion could arise with respect to BA-NY's technicians.'* The potential
for lubor disputes as non-union CLEC technicians work within the same arca as BA-NY's-
unionized technicions would giso be taised by unsecured “cageless’ > eollocation.
UIngsecured “cageless” collocation would also impair BA-NY's accountabi liv't_v for
customer service. BA-NY is respjénsi‘ble for the levels of customer setvice provided to all
users of BA-NY's netwark, ihcluding financtal and contractual obliigations to CLECs and
some large business customers. Unrestricted access by the employegs of multiple carriers
throughout BA-NY's central offices lWonld niot only create the very real potential for
more network failures, ;}ﬂcn it would riot be possible to tell which eriiployee of which

company caused a failure 10 oecur.

* Since BA-NY, CLECs. 1XCs and CAPy use much of the same equipritenit, a technician that
discovers § defective plug-in card in his equipment might remove that defective card and swap
it with & good card fron sriother carvier’s equipment.
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The suggestion that sccurity card access or security camerns would solve these
preshlems 1s naive at best. Security card access only limits the nuniber of people (with
access cards) that are pemtitted to enter into a building, and records the date 2nd time &
particular card is used. Once inside the building, the security issucs and operational
problems remain the sume, since a security card cannot prevent a mistaken or defiberate
interference with BA-NY's Incilities. The same is true with the introduction of security
cameras throughout central offices. Security cameras are a reactive device - they may
increase the likelihood that the perpetrators of mistaken or intentional interference can
larer be identified. but they will do so only after an outage has occurred.

1he importance of these network security concerns is not new. and neither is the
fact that these concerns hiave been found repeatedly 1o outweigh requests that carriers be
permitied unrestricted access 10 central offices. Proposals like capeléss collocation were
in tact rused and rejected by the FCC in its Local Competition Ordee:”

fased on the comments in this proceeding and our previous
expenence with physical collocation io the Expanded
interconnection docket, we will continue to permit LECs to
require reasonable security arrangements to separate an
entrant’s collocation space from the incumbent LE( s
facilities. The physical security arrangements around the
cullocation space protect both the LEC’s and competitor’s
cquipment {rom interference by unauthorized parties. We

eeject the suggestion of ALTS and MCI that secunty
measures be provided only at the request of the entrant

" Seg First Report And Order. {mplementation of the Local Competiticn Provisiaps in the
Telecommunicntions Ag of 1996, 11 FCC Red 35499, 15803, Y 598 (1996) (“L.ocal
Compeanian Order™), nodified on reconsideration, 11 FCC Red 1304 (1996), vacated in part,
lows Uuls, Bd. v, FCG, 120 F.3d 753 (8th Cir. 1997), motion to enforuy mandate pianted, 135
Fo3d H35 (%th Cir.), ceqn, gramted, 118 5. Ct. 879

26
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since LECs have legitimate security concemns about Having
competitors’ personnel on their premises as well. Wa
conclude that the physical separation provided by the
collocation cage adequately addresses these concerns."

i3A - WY should be able to maintain a secure environment in its central ofiices

consistent wath this Commission’s past practice and the FCC rules. Separated space for

physical ¢collocation was put in place by this Commission with its approval of BA-NY's

OIS 1) tarift in 1991, Fhe ¥CC's collocation rules follow this Commission’s efforts in

Cases RK-C-004 and 29469, and recognize that “[a]n incumbent I.EC {3 nof required to

permit collocaling telecommunications carriers to place their own cannecting

wansmission tacilities within the ILEC’s premises outside of the actual phvsical

coliocation spuce.” 47 CF.R. § 51.323(h)(2). This Commission should reject any

proposal (o Liigate this issue yet again, and to put BA-NY's customers at risk by forcing

BA-NY io collocate and commingle a CLEC's equipment among itz own.

1 .y . . ' . N .
*ladecd. BA-NY's physical collocation offering meets the FCC's only eancern with a physical
cage teguirement:

collocating parties should have the right to subcontract tog
construction ot the physical collocation arrangements with
contractors approved by the incumbent LEC. Incumbent {.ECs
shall not upreasonably withhold such approval of contraciors.
Approvai by incumbent LECs of such contractors should be
based on the sanmie criteria as such LECs use for approving
contractors for their own purposes.

Id. See BA-NY's PSC No. 914 Tariff § 5.5.2(BX2).

27
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. BA-NY Will Provide CLECs With Secure, Comrnon “Cageless”
Coullucation Space If They So Desire

Although BA-NY will not risk its network in shared. unsecured space with
CLEC, 2t daes not presume that all CLECs have the same concerns. - Asswning CLEC
interest, RA-NY is willing to develop an additional form of secure “cageless” collocation
(beyand the Assembly Room option described above) by providing Common Space
Phvsical Cotlocation (*CSPC™) in which CLECs could place their equipment und choose
whether fo caclose that equipment in a cage.” This arrangement weuld be in the same
secure. envirenmentally-condiiioned area currently utilized for the standard physical

collocation offenng:

" It is unctoar whether thers is apy CLEC industry demand for Common Space collocation.
There huve brena no such requests made to BA-NY. Nevertheless, to the extent that multiple
CLEC s w0 a single location are willing to collocate in common spece without the esteblishment
of phrvsical CLEC-1w0-CLEC separating cages, BA-NY will make CSPC svailuble

28
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Cables to various Bell Atiantic distributing fremas for
interconnectian to VG, DSO, DST and DS3 sorvicos and UNEs

A CSPC arrangenent will enable CLECs thet do not want a qtandard vage-
enclosed multiplexing node ta install one or more bays of equipment in a secure area ™
Each individuat CLEC would be responsible to provide and install i1s own cquipiuent and
to pertarm all maintenance-related activities up to that CLEC s side of the RA-NY-
sui-aphcﬂ voramon tetmiiating frame. The common terminating frame would contain

cable wermimnauons and blocks dedicated to the individual CLEC. The CLEC s

* A nypical physical collocation arrangement requires BA-NY to build separate muitiplexing
nades Jor cach interconnector. These nedes, depending on equipment configuration. cun
acconixdute between 10 and 14 equipment bays. Several bays insido the node are used for

cabiv feemiations. alarm panels, test jacks and cross connect points. [tie averupe collocutor
typreally mtatls 3 to 10 bays of transmission equipment.

29
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responsibilities would include performing the cross-connect at the frame. The cost of
estahlishing CSPC would be roughly the equivalent of the physicat callocation otfering
for new space currently pending before Judge Linsider, less the casl_u'of the cage
construction itself. In cases where site preparation is required, the: CLEC waould be
responsible for the allocated cost of the space occupied by the CLEC equipment (as little -
as 7.5 square feet).

CSPC ruises serious issues regarding the security and insumnce/liability
responsibilities of BA-NY and its many collocated customers. Foéfexmnple, BA-NY
(and possibly the collpeating CLECs employing cages) may rcquir&'(hnt the CLECs
employing CSPC agree 1o language which protects them from claits of damage caused
by ather collocators. These sorts of liability issues may be subject to resolution in the
collaborative phase of this priceeding, if there is CLEC interest in thig alternative.

C.  “Logics) Unbyndling” Is A Sham Which Should fie Rejected hy the
Commission

Although the igsue has yet 10 be formally raised before the Commisston, it is
likely that AT&T will suggest that so-called “logical unbundling™ e mandated by the
Commussion 18 a methad for “combining™ unbundled network elenients. Discussions of
logica! urbandling in other jurisdictions have been remarkably ill-dofined and

imprevise,” bul the concept appears to be one which applies only to unbundled network

" Logical unbundling raises sigaificant software development issues litely measured in millions
ot dollars and spans of years. Absent a pracise definition of logical untwndling, however, BA-
MY is unable to even begin the job of estimating the time and expense fngical unbundling
would entail. BA-NY roserves the right to present evidence on this issig if and when AT&T or
anather OLEC provides a reasanably detailed description of logical unbundling.

30
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elements that are glrpady combined by BA-NY. For these pre-existing combinations,
AT&T supgests that it be permitted to send a software command tofﬁBA—NY‘s switch
temporarily laking dialtone off that line (so-called “unbundling™) and then send a second
softwire command 10 the switch returning dialtone to that line (so-galled “rebundling”).
Logical unbundling is « sham which is inconsistent wifh the Act, the FCC Order and the
history of unbundling before the Commission. It should be rejected for what it is; an |
attempt to obtain the UNE Platform where and when it is unavailable.

When faced with a Big Lie like “logical unbundling,” it is nacéssary to return to
first principics. For these purposes, the first principle of unbundling (enshnned in the
Act. the FCC Order. and in prior proceedings before the Commission) is that the various
clemenits ~ particularly the loop and the port ~ are physically definad so that they can be
physivally separated. Section 251(c)(3) of the Act requires BA-NY to provide “access”
to netwark elements at “any technically feasible point™ - words which make sense only in
terms of phvsically-defined elements. Not surprisingly, the FCC's Rules define the
“local loop™ as the “transmission facility between a distribution frame (or its equivalent)
in an incumbent LEC central office and an end user customer premises.” 47 C.F.R.

§ 51.219¢uy (cmphasis added). The same sort of physical descripiian is provided for
unbundled switching, which include line-side “facilities™ from the loop to the switch line
card. 47 C.F.R § 51.319(c).

The notion that “unbundled™ network eiemcnts are ones thpt are physically

separated is nothing new. As far back as 1991 as part of its review:f Comparable

Effictem Interconnection Arringéments, the Commission determinad that appropriate

31
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definitions of a Joop and a pért must include “physical demarcation ppints™ where “mejor
physical elements of a service can be technically and discretely di:;ﬁﬁguishcd, and where
unbundling and interconnection may be employed.” Opinion No. 91-24 at 24.25,

In light of this history, any attempt by AT&T to suggest that the loop and the port |
have heen “unbundled™ by the delivery of a software cémmﬁnd 1o the switch i
nonsensical The software command does nothing to associate or tn create the connection
between the port and the loop. In fact, BA-NY physically cross-connects the distinct loop
element end port clement on its distributing frame. A software commuand from a CLEC
to a RA-NY switch only provides or removes dialtone on a loop it that loop and the
switch are already physically connected.” “Logical unbundling” is & sham because it
presuney a pre-existing combination of the loop and the port - a combination that BA-
NY is nut required o provide to any CLEC and will not provide beyond the voluntary
offer made in the Pre-filing Statement.
1.  CONCLUSION

BA-NY has developed a series of proposals which provide competing carriers
with ressonsble and non-diseriminatory access to unbundled network elements in a
manner that provides them with the practical and legal ability to camnbine unbundled

network elements. BA-NY will be prepared to respond to questions about these

2 The suggestion that A T&T send these sorts of orders to BA-NY’s swifch runs afoul of snother
part of the FCT's Order. The FCC clearly stated that BA-NY is not “régiired to relinquish
conttol aver operations of the switch,™ and that BA-NY - not a CLEC - i§ responsible for
“scuvatling| (ar deactivat{ing]) the particular features on the customer fine designated by the
competing provider.” Local Competition Order a1 §415.

32
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altematives, and reserves the right to provide detailed responses (i the proposals and
comntants of ather parties at the upcoming Technical Conference.
Respectfully submitied,

/chu’i_, .

Randal S. Milch
Donald C. Rowe

Attomeys for

NEW YORK TELEMIONE COMPANY
d/b/a BELL ATLANTIC - NEW YORK

1095 Avenue of the Americas
Room 3743

New York, New York 10036
(212) 395-6405

Dated: Muy 27, 1998
' New York, New York
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DRAFT

1.0 Service Description for Assembly Product
Requirements:

1.1. Product Description

The Assemibly Room is located in a secured space within a Baell Atlantic serving
wire center, and enables CLECs access to perform their own loop and part
combinations. The Assembly Room is provided for the purposes of facilitating a
CLEC's ability to combina these loops and ports on a CLEC Termination Frame
(CTF). The environmental properties normally associated with central office
conditioned space ara not furnished. Costs to the CLEC will be less than
traditional physical callocation, since the actual cage and the environmental
conditioning will not be required.

Assembly Points may be aoffared in lieu of the Assembly Room in locations
where

» space is hmitad

¢« space cannot he secured

» central office does not have 24 X 7 access without callout
» zoning and facility security conditions permit

Thess Assembly Points are locked termination enclosures outside central
offices  The two types of outside enclosures are:

The Termunation Splice Box (TSB) is a secure outdoor-rated cabinet providing
termination. access and cross-connect flexibility. This box can be either wall- or
post-mounted.

The Termunal Pad Mcounted Outside Plant Cabinet is equippad with
cannectorized cross-connect terminal blocks. The double doar access unit is
available in 1800-54(0 pair counts. The blocks are enclosed in a lightweight
alumium cabinet for easiar handling. These units provide terminatlon, access
and cross-connect flexibility.

Page 1 15/27/98
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DRAFT

1.2 Operations Review

Opsrationally, the Assembly options permit the recombination of loops and ports
in the eame manner as existing physical collocation. The CLEC submits
foracasts of its requitaments. Based upon these forecasts the CLEC and BA
eslablish the tarminations required. BA places permanent cabling and
terminations back tc the BA central office distributing frame and the CLEC can,
at its aption. pre-wire its terminations for purposes of connecting to BA elements.
The Assernbly Products will support the DS0/voice grade crags-connects
necessary tor UNE loop and port combinations.

The CLEC has assighment control and designates the cable and pair
assignments on the circuif order it places with BA, BA techricians make the
requirad cross-connections in order to connect the unbundled-elements to the
CLEC terminal block. Unless it pre-wires its terminations, the CLEC can
dispatch a fechnician far any given order to cross-connect the two sidas of the
CTF

Internai Operations Requiremants

» Assembly Room is a secured area.

« Access 10 the room is via tumbler lock.

« CLECs will provide forecasts for loops and ports.

» The "hot-cut” process for provisioning UNEs at an Assembly
Room or Assembly Point will be based on the established
process {or a hot- cut of an existing service (ioop and port) at a
traditional callocation node.

e CLLI codes will need to be established as in physicat
collocation.

« DCAS ordering formats (and service representative quides) will
be augmented to reflect any new coding changes, new USOCs,
etc.

» All UNE Methods and Procedures will be examined for
contorming changes.

Page 2 05/27/98
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DRAFT

2.0. Rate Structure:
The Basic components of the rate structure are as follows:

2.1. Application and Englneering Fees

2.1.1 Appllcaf:on Feod

To order services lo the Assembly Room or Assembly Point, the CLEEC must ﬁll
oul an Application and submit it, with an application fee, to Beli Atlantic.  This
fer recavers the expenses assaciated with the application pracessing and
administrative activihes performed by the TIS contact.

One nen-recurring USOC is required.

2.1.2. Engineening and Implementation Foe

This fee s applied upan completion of each request and recovers the expenses
asscciated with the planning and Bell Atlantic engineering of sesembly products

One non-racurring US0C is required.

2.2. Service Access Charge (§AC)

Tha SAC provides the physical connection between the CLET's equipment and
the Beli Atlantic network. It consists of termination equipment located in the
CLEC Termination Frame, cabling and terminations on Bell Atlantic framas. The
SACT tor voice grade and DS0 elements terminate on a central office distiibuting
frame (CODF)

SAC - CTF Termination (NRC)

These costs are basad on tha installed investment of each tarminal biack that
resides in the CTF  The non-recurring rate element will be applied per (100)
DSO/Nvobice yrade.

This non-raecurring SAC charge applies at the time of CLEC arrangement build.

One non-recurring USOC is required.

Page 3 0s727/98
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DRAFT

There are 2 components that make up the recurring SAC. The CTF lermination
portion recovers Bell Atlantic’'s ad valorem tax, and directly atiributabie and
common overheads. The cabling and frame termination portion consisty of the
cabling nacessary 1o connact the CTF to Bell Atlantic’s frame for the purpose of
accessing loops and ports. The terminations are located on thase frames and
ditfer from CTF termnations in that they provide test accass ‘and circuit patching
capabilities The CTF termination provides a connection point only.

S

"Recurring Rate CTF Terminations Cable and Frame
Elements Tarminations
Per DS0/voice grads 1 1

The 1ecurnng charge is only applied when an element or service is ordared.

Two recutnng USOCs are required.

2.3. Assembly Room Charge

This monthly recurring charge recovers the cost for the room. racking and floor
space o a par tarminal block basis.

One racuriing USOC :s required.

2.4. Assembly Point Charge (Wall mounted)
This monthly recurring charge is applied on a per terminal biock basis and

recovears the cost for

« the wall mounted cabinet
« frarne distribution block

« conduit
= ughting

« goncrete pad/restoration

One recurnng USOC 1s required.

Page 4
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2.8. Assembly Point Charge (Pad mounted)
This menthly recurring charge is applied on a per terminal tlock basis and
recovars the cost for:

« the outside plant cablnet

« frame distribution block

conduit

a lighting

« concrete pad/restoration
Ore recurnng USOCs is required.
3.0. Billing Elements (RATES ARE ESTIMATED/SUBJIECT TO REVIEW)
The biling elements are:

[ " ELEMENT USOC/NRC [ USOC/ RECURRING RATE
Application Fen T8D $5G0.00
Englinoering and Implementatian Fee TBD _ $3,7A0.00

. o e dom ~
SERVICE ACCESS CABLE

- per (100) DS0/voice grads 18D N $179.49
' SAC- CTF Terminations 1
- per DoO(wnLa grade T8L 30.01 i
SA}__“L_Exbte ‘and Frame Torminations |

- per BS0ARCe grade TBD 13039

T&ﬁ?ﬁbly Ronm Charge

- per (100) (Y50/voice grada block T80 $9.20
Agsembly Point Charge - Wall
Mountsa

- per (0 llKJ ) DSNivoice grade block TBU $:23.40
Agaembly Point Charge - Pad Mounted
- per (108) DEO/voice grada block T8 _ 334618
Page 5 05127198
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SHARED CAGES

Shared Gages are baing offered by Bell Atlantic to CLECs s another aption for
intercannection and access to unbundled slements. The Shared Caga is
actually the division of space within an established collocation node (“cage”).
The CLEC of recard (the host) makes the determination that another CLEC
(guest) will he allowed to share space within its cage, as well a8 the terms and
conditions under which thay will share. Bell Atiantic will not & a part of any such
negotialions

Tha host CLEC must notify Bell Atlantic in writing of its intention to share its cage
space and provide Bell Atlantic with a certificate of insurance from the guest
before tha guest occuples the cage.

Once the ques! is esiablished in the cage any telecommunications seivicas or
unbundied elements that are to be ordered by the guest will be via a Letter of
Authorization (LOA) from the host. Bell Atlantic will bill the guast directly for all
such orders

In addition to the terms and conditions applicable to physical collocation
generally, the following terms and conditions will apply to shared cages:

1. The quest must be a CLEC,

2. The host and guest must each be collocating for the purpose of
interconnecting to Bell Atlantic or accessing Bell Atlantic's unbundled network
glaments

12

The guest is subject ta the same Bell Atlantic rules and regulations as the
fost  The guest is alsa subject to the same municipal/zonjng regufations as
tha host

4. The hosts respansible and liable far its guest's actions and will indemnity
Bell Atlantic.

5. Bell Atlantic will not be held responsible for any penalties ¢r consequences to

guest basad on host's actions or inabllity to comply with agreements, tariffs
and apphcable law,

6. The host and guest will participate in Methods of Procedure (MO} detailing
the installation work ta be performed by the guest. This ¢hall be completed
for all Physical Collocation equipment installation. The hast shall prominently
display the signed MOP at the multiplexing node while parforming any
instaliation functions.

7. The host must provide the Local Collacation Coordinator (L.CC) or Telecom
industries (TIS) represantative a list of the names of all 1echnicians who will
need accass 1o thia cage for support, maintenance and repair purposes. The

2 15127198
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host 1s responsible for supplying the LCC or TIS representative with the
required completad non-employes | D badge application forms and all
appropriate identification material for its employees/agents as well as those of
the guest CLEC.

8. Bell Atlantic will issue only ane identifying cage and POT Bay CLL) code and
provide it to the host. The host will assume connecting facility assignment
(CFA) responsibilitias.

9 All nceupancy and specific cage construction communications (e.g . cage
augments, cage access or deployment requirements) will be between the
riost and Bell Atlantic as specified in the appropriate tarifts.

10 The host will remain respongible for all costs associated with the cage (a.g..
cage canstruction, POT Bay instaliation). Bell Atlantic will not split bill any ot
the rate elements associated with the collocation cage between the hast and
its tenant (e.q., recurring square foot charges, power, cabi» racking).

3 05/27/98
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BEFORE THE
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20554

In the Matter of

Application by BellSouth Corporation,
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc., and
BellSouth Long Distance, Inc. for
Provision of In-Region, InterLATA
Services in Louisiana

CC Docket No. 98-121

AFFIDAVIT OF J. LANS CHASE

J. LANS CHASE, being duly sworn according to law, deposes and says:

1. My name is J. Lans Chase. I am employed by Intermedia Communications Inc.
(“Intermedia”) as Senior Regulatory Analyst. My business address is 3625 Queen Palm Drive,
Tampa, Florida 33619. In my capacity as Senior Regulatory Analyst, I interface with the
incumbent local exchange carriers (“ILECs™), including BellSouth. T am also involved in
interconnection negotiations between Intermedia and the ILECs. Similarly, I assist in strategic
planning and the setting of Intermedia’s regulatory policy. The purpose of my affidavit is to
demonstrate that BellSouth has not satisfied the requirements of the federal Telecommunications
Act of 1996 for in-region, interLATA entry in Louisiana.

2. As a threshold matter, BellSouth has not satisfied the requirements of Section

271e) 1) A) (also known as “Track A”). There are no facilities-based or predominantly

DCOY/SORIE/S9258.1



